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1. Three-dimensional variation in stone tool morphology is a rich source of information 
about hominin behavioural variability and evolution. The statistical shape analysis 
techniques of three-dimensional geometric morphometrics provide a novel and unique 
set of tools with which this variation can be analysed and interpreted.  
 
2. Shifting analytical focus away from static stone artefact types and assemblage labels – 
how artefacts and assemblages look when they are recovered – and towards the 
processes influencing how they came to be, is likely to yield new information regarding 
the way hominin behaviour varied through time and across space in the southern 
African Middle Stone Age (‘MSA’). 
 
3.  Conventional assumptions about the space-time homogeneity of the Middle Stone Age 
Still Bay techno-tradition are no longer tenable. Yet, at the spatio-temporal scale of ‘pre-
Howiesons Poort’ eastern and western Cape regions of South Africa, the definition of 
the Still Bay as a discrete techno-traditional entity may still be useful.       
 
4. Interpretation of lithic variability documented in the archaeological record requires 
independent data concerning the drivers of this variability. Interpreting morphological 
variation in the absence of environmental and taphonomic context is likely to produce 
some misleading results. 
 
5. The vast majority of stone artefacts recovered from the archaeological record are not the 
end-products of technological intent. 
 
6. Archaeological field projects in southern Africa have tended to focus on the MSA period, 
and are constantly broadening our knowledge of early modern human behavioural 
variability and adaptive versatility. Yet it is difficult to fully understand the uniqueness 
and precocious nature of human behaviour in the early MSA, without good data on 
preceding behavioural systems against which these behavioural patterns can be 
compared.  
 
7. A number of different hypotheses have been proposed regarding the behavioural 
mechanisms that enabled hominin dietary shifts prior to 2mya, including the controlled 
use of fire, as well as the use of tools and the manufacture of stone tools. The familiarity 
and the increasing exploitation of aquatic resources by hominins may have been an 
additional factor which would have required little in the way of new technological 
adaptation.  
 
8. Claims for the presence of in situ artefacts in the archaeological record require 
confirmation by a set of fundamental criteria. Artefacts in contexts that are paradigm-
changing in potential make this burden of proof more demanding to fulfil. Artefact 
forms that challenge our referential frameworks in terms of behaviourally diagnostic 
morphological criteria – occurring in unprecedentedly old deposits - make the issue of 
context all the more crucial. 
 
9. The sports of Rugby and Cricket in South Africa are becoming increasingly negatively 
affected by political influence in the form of imposed racial quota systems at the 
professional level. These quota systems are untested, and are logically and 
philosophically flawed on a number of levels. Quotas are functions of the misguided 
and misinterpreted notion of so-called ‘transformation’.  
